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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/657,673 

Applicant(s) 
NUSSINOVITCH ET AL. 

Examiner 
David M. Naff 

Art Unit 

1657 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 


(1) David M. Naff . 

(2) Allan A. Fanucci . 

Date of Interview: 08 January 2008 . 


(3) . 

(4) . 


Type: a) 


Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 


Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)[>3 No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: Claims rejected . 

Identification of prior art discussed: References applied . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)K was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 


Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 



Examiner's signature, if required 
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Interview Summary 


Paper No. 20080108 


Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 


Application No. 10/657,673 


Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Discussed rejections and claims in draft amendment faxed 1/7/08. 
Examiner pointed out amendments overcame rejection of claims 43 and 44 under 112, first and second paragraphs, 
but rejection of claim 1 under 112, first paragraph, in regard to support for porosity claimed not overcome by 
arguments. Examiner pointed out the specification discloses porosity ranging from 87-94% (page 20, lines 1-6) when 
porosity is decreased due to additions of glycerol, bentonite, kaolin and chitin when preparing alginate beads, whereas 
the claimed range of porosity is being applied to any hydrocolloid carriers. 

Applicants urged that invention provides unexpectedly high viability of bacteria and other organisms. Examiner 
pointed out there is inadequate evidence to support unexpected high viability, and that freeze drying, using a 
cryoprotectant and storing frozen at low temperature would have been expected to maintain viability since these are 
known methods of maintaining viability of microorganisms during storage. Applicants pointed to Table 1 of Marois et al 
as showing a viability loss of greater than 50%. Examiner responded that this viability loss occurred only in certain 
instances, and did not occur with all microorganisms tested. Examiner suggested that putting conditions of claims 2, 5, 
9, 12 and 21 into claim 1 may better distinguish over the references. 
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The Form provides for recordation of the following Information: 

- Application NumberfSeries Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of eMamlner 

- Oate of Interview , 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or ( personal) _ ersonne |. etc.) 
Name of oartlolparitis) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO I pe reonnei. 

I not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

_ An Identification of the specific prior art discussed de3crip y on of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

substance of the Interview. 
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2. an Identification of the claims discussed, 
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